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Evidence of Effectiveness:

National Longitudinal Evaluation Studies; The national evaluation (See
t.6, 7) focused or, assessing outcomes for children 1n 16 sponsored models,
plus some unsponsored sites. The performance of Follow Through children,
grouped at the site level, was compared to that of children from similar
socio-economic backgrounds who did not participate in Fol low Through. The
effects of the instructional models were assessed- over three cohorts
{entering groups) of children on a variety of measures, including reading,
mathematics, spelling, language arts, abstract reasoning, and self-esteem.
The most recent data from the national evaluation were gathered In spring,

Key findings from the evaluation reports completed 1n 1977 were as follows:

o     The effectiveness of each Follow Through project varied substantially
from site group to site group; overall model  averages  varied little
in comparison.

o     Several models that emphasized basic skills showed greater effective-
ness in   helping   children   achieve  these   skill sj   children   1n   these
models also tended to have higher scores on affective measures, such
as an Index of self-esteem.

o     Many models showed no greater effectiveness overall than the programs
for comparison children, who tended to have received other compensa-
tory education, such as Title I services.

o     There were statistically significant differences 1n resource utili-
zation between   Follow Through  and   comparison  programs.     However,
costs per pupil   in   Follow Through  were, on   average,  approximately
the same as F.SEA Title I.

o     There was large across-slte variability 1n adjusted costs of the
same classroom model.

These evaluations aroused considerable controversy (See E.9) because of the
lack of positive findings coupled with methodological inadequacies 1n study
design. Among the problems most often cited are; the lack of model Imple-
mentation data; an inability to detect differences because of low statis-
tical power (an effect of attrition); and inappropriate comparison groups
with children of higher socio-economic status who were receiving aid such
as ESEA, Title I.

Education Department Joint Dissemination Review Panel (-)DRP) Approvals;
Currently, there are 43 validated projects out of the 61 now being funded
(I.e., 70$ of all Follow Through projects). (See E.3) This is 1n stark con-
trast to the earlier national evaluation of Follow Through projects and pre-
sents an entirely different and much more positive picture. In late summer
1977, 36 Follow Through projects were presented to the JDRP. Evidence of
effectiveness for each project was reviewed by the panel and 21 projects
were judged exemplary; I.e., these 2J. projects were judged to have presented
persuasive evidence of program effectiveness and to be suitable for nation-
wide dissemination. These 21 projects represented about 14% of all Followes such as attendance and guidance counseling
